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ABSTRACT
Recently, increased attention has been paid to the problems faced by the
elderly within our society. One of the most pressing problems is the threat of
crime, This article examines the actual risk of criminal victimization among
the elderly, the physical, financial, and psychological consequences of victimiza-
tion, and the special problems faced by the elderly as they attempt to deal with
the criminal justice system. Finally, their fear of crime, which in itself
constitutes a very real form of victimization, is explored.
Introduction
Recently our society has begun to show an increasing awareness of, and
concern for, the issue of aging and the problems of growing old in the twentieth
century United States. In an advanced industrial nation which is beset by high
and ever increasing crime rates, the elderly, along with the very young, seem
particularly ill-equipped to cope with the threat of crime. While the very young
have long been given added protection by the law, the elderly have not tradition-
ally enjoyed a priviledged status. Yet arguably those who have already contributed
a vast number of working years to society should be given some added attention and
protection so that they can live out the last stages of their lives with some
sense of serenity. Three major issues present themselves for examination. First,
how may the elderly guard against criminal victimization? Second, when safeguards
have failed, how may the problems of elderly crime victims be alleviated? And
third, how can the overwhelming fear of crime and its devastating consequences
among the elderly population be diminished?
It is to the second and third issues that this article will be addressed.
In particular, we will be concerned with the physical, economic and psychological
consequences of criminal victimization; the special problems the elderly victim of
crime has to face as he or she attempts to deal with the criminal justice system;
and the effect that fear of crime has on the elderly.
Defining the Elderly as a Group
Before we can embark upon an examination of the special problems that
criminal victimization poses for the elderly, we must develop an understanding of
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the nature of this group. In addition, it is important for us to differentiate
between those factors which constitute real limitations for the elderly, and those
which represent stereotypes or "mythical" limitations, so that we can develop
realistic coping and/or prospective strategies for the elderly.
The elderly as a group are highly heterogeneous, more so than any other age
group. Thus any generalization derived from research is less likely to be true
for a given elderly individual than for a younger person. This results in signi-
ficant limitations on group planning. Pragmatically, this fact has been seen in
at least one victim survey that attempted to put together a composite profile of
the aged and was unable to do so, due to the overriding individual differences
(Burkhardt and Norton, 1977). A second provision that limits the conclusions of
this or any other paper that discusses the elderly as a group is the difficulty
in differentiating cohort effects from the developmental effects of aging per se.
The socio-cultural conditions of today differ dramatically and in many different
ways from the conditions in which today's elderly "grew up" or, perhaps more sig-
nificantly, from the social culture in which these individuals spent their prime
learning and working years. Being young in 1950 was very different - in cultural
expectations, in technological and scientific knowledge - than being young or
even middle-aged in 1981.
With the above caveats in mind, a number of physical, intellectual and psy-
chological changes have been identified as characteristic of the elderly as a
group. Among the most obvious and commonly noted physical changes are deteriora-
tion in organ function (such as eyesight and hearing acuity) and increased rates
of chronic disease (such as arthritis, diabetes, coronary heart disease).
Sensory thresholds tend to become lowered so that it takes sharper differentiations
for stimuli to be registered. Finally, there is an overall slowing, in perception,
memory functions, learning new skills, performance of motor tasks, and central
nervous system processing in general. It has also been noted that physical func-
tioning requires increased attention with increased age (after 50), largely due
to the slowed neural processing. Cognitive changes that are age-related include
an increase in distractability with a concomittant decreased capacity to ignore
irrelevant information. Acquisition of new skills becomes more difficult, and
increased mental inflexibility tends to interfere with the ability to solve novel
problems, to change mental set, and generally to adapt to new interactions.
Finally, there is evidence of increased memory deficits, particularly in immediate
short term memory and organization of time and space (Lezak, 1976). Among the
emotional changes that typically accompany aging are increased cautiousness (and
decreased willingness to take risks) and changes in motivation. Individual motiva-
tion to engage in certain tasks of daily living, to use memory to aid thinking,
and to take the tests used in research studies all become more variable and less
reliable among aging cohorts.
Although the above changes and limitations are reasonably well documented
(Schonfield, 1974; Schaie, 1974; Birren, 1974), there are several stereotypes and
myths of limitations that need to be exorcised before we proceed. Briefly, these
include the myth of an inevitable and global intellectual decline, and the
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overused designation of senility. Although there are certainly individuals who
show steady and global decreases in intellectual skills, it is much more common
for specific declines to take place, with well-established skills showing only
minor deficits. This myth is, unfortunately, intertwined with the result of cohor
effects: the areas and kinds of learning required when an individual is in thool
or apprenticing a job may, through expanded technology, become grossly deficient
as the individual ages.
The second major stereotype, that of senility, fortunately applies to only a
small minority of the aged. This convenient catch-all more frequently draws atten-
tion away from other processes. These include brain damage, depression, and a
host of normal psychological processes, such as concentration difficulties, pre-
occupation and responses to emotional stress (Butler, 1976).
These images of the elderly as senile and incompetent are, then, inaccurate.
They do, however, represent prevalent stereotypes of the elderly which character-
ize them as vulnerable, and thus make them attractive targets for muggers, con men,
and the like.
Risks of Criminal Victimization Among the Elderly
A statement that is frequently made about the elderly is that they are under-
represented among the victims of crime in general. The most comprehensive data
available on this issue is that collected by the Law Enforcement Assistance Admini-
stration in its annual national crime survey reports. These reports cover both
crimes against the person and crimes against households. An examination of the
data for the years 1973 to 1979 reveals that the elderly (those 65 and over) have
noticeably lower victimization rates for all of the crimes of violence covered in
the survey (rape, robbery and assault), and for crimes of personal larceny without
contact (see Appendix A). With regard to crimes of personal larceny with contact,
however, the elderly frequently have higher victimization rates than the other age
groups. This is due to their overrepresentation among the victims of purse-
snatching.
An examination of the findings of the national crime survey reports for
household crimes by type of crime and age of the head of the household shows that
it is consistently the household with the oldest heads of household that have
the lowest victimization rates, This is so whether we are considering the crime
of burglary, household larceny, or motor vehicle theft (see Appendix B).
This research does suggest that criminal victimization may occur less fre-
quently among the elderly than among other age groups. It should be noted, how-
ever, that these surveys do not cover crimes to which the elderly may be particu-
larly susceptible, such as various crimes of fraud, confidence games and medical
quackery. Thus, for example, in a nationwide survey of police departments, con-
fidence games and deceptive practices were the criminal activities most commonly
cited by the responding agencies as being one of the five crimes to which the
elderly most frequently fall victims (Gross, 1976:26). In addition, the elderly,
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as stated above, constitute a rather heterogeneous group, including individuals who
may never venture from their homes and thus do not run the risk of becoming the
victims of various types of crimes. Thus it has been argued that victimization
rates should be adjusted in the light of the extent to which individuals are at
risk (Select Committee on Aging, 1977:19). Research has, in fact, indicated that
the elderly are more likely than other age groups both to be the victims of violent
crimes in or near their homes (Antunes et al, 1977:323) and to limit or change
their activities because of fear of crime (Parisi et al, 1978:293).
Finally, it should be noted that fear may lead the elderly, more than other
age groups, not to report their victimizations, even to the interviewers who
conduct the victimization surveys.
Aftermath and Effects of Criminal Victimization
With certain caveats, we have established that the actual risk of criminal
victimization that the elderly face may be less than that of other age groups.
What, however, of the consequences of criminal victimization?
Physical, Financial and Psychological Consequences
It has been suggested that the consequences of criminal victimization are
harsher for the elderly than for any other age group. Because so many of them
are frailer, they are more likely to be physically hurt. Because so many are
living on fixed incomes, they are less able to absorb financial losses. Because
so many of them are more fearful and isolated from others, the psychological
consequences may be more severe. As a former Director of the F.B.I. has stated:
Typically of course older persons are among those
least able to afford the depredations of crime.
Limited financial resources, fixed incomes, and
reduced employment opportunities make even a slight
monetary loss a catastrophe. Also, physiological
and psychological factors, attendant to aging, make
the elderly more vulnerable and less resilient to the
trauma and personal injury of criminal attack.
Accordingly, crime leaves a deeper, more lasting mark,
and injuries incurred may be more disabling and re-
quire a longer recovery period (Kelly, 1976:1)
Such sentiments have been echoed both by researchers (Friedman, 1976:112;
Goldsmith and Goldsmith, 1976:2; Hahn, 1976:121-133) and by legislative bodies
(Select Committee on Aging, 1977:26-28) that have investigated the plight of the
elderly victim of crime.
There is, however, by no means total agreement on this issue. As a result
of their analysis of the 1973 and 1974 L.E.A.A. National Crime Surveys, Cook,
Skogan, Cook and Antunes concluded that the data they examined offered "scant
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systematic support to persons who believe that when elderly Americans are victimize
by criminals, they suffer more severe financial or physical hardship than younger
persons (1978:346)." They did note, however, that "when dollar loss from crimes
are adjusted for differences in monthly income," "the elderly lose less than ;oung
people, but the same or more than other adults (343)," and that, although the
elderly "are attacked less often than others," they "are among the more likely to
be injured when attacked (345)." Finally, though they are no more likely than
others to require medical care, "the costs of the care constitute a considerably
larger portion of their income than is the case for other groups (346)."
An examination of the L.E.A.A. National Crime Survey reports for the years
1973 to 1979 reveals that the elderly (those 65 and over) were less likely than
other age groups to sustain physical injury as a result of an assault, but more
likely than other age groups to be injured as a result of a robbery. As can be
seen from Table I, over the seven year period a mean of 28.5% of assault victims,
and 33.2$ of robbery victims of all ages were injured as a result of their criminal
victimization. For elderly victims these percentages were 22.9 and 41.1 respective-
ly. When an examination was undertaken of the percentage of victimizations in
which victims received hospital care, it was observed that the elderly were general-
ly overrepresented among the robbery victims who required such care, but under-
represented among the assault victims. Some of that data is, however, acknowledged
to be statistically unreliable (U.S. Department of Justice, 1976, 1977a, 1977b,
1978, 1979, 1980a, 1981).
The concern here is whether the consequences of criminal victimization may be
more severe for the elderly than for other age groups. The elderly are underrep-
resented among the victims of violent crimes such as robbery, assault and homicide.
Because of their frailer physical condition, a physical attack may, however, have
more severe consequences for an elderly person than for a younger person. Possibly,
the same physical attack that would result in a young person being hospitalized for
physical injuries would result in an elderly person dying. Thus instead of being
recorded as an assault, the incident would be classified as a homicide.
Here the data collected by the F.B.I. on homicide is of interest. While
nearly two-thirds of all homicide victims are killed by firearms, the percentage
of the elderly (and of the young) who die in this fashion is less than one-third
As can be seen from Table II, in 1979 63.3% of all homicide victims died as a
result of injuries inflicted by firearms. For those aged 60 to 74, however, this
percentage was 50.6, and for those aged 75 and over, 30.3. While the elderly
were underrepresented among the victims of homicide who died from firearms, they
were overrepresented among the victims who died from blows with blunt objects
such as clubs or hammers, or from "personal weapons" (hands, fists, feet, etc.)
or who were strangled or asphyxiated. Thus, while only 4.9% of all homicide victims
died from blows from blunt objects, 5.6% from the use of personal weapons, and
2.4% from strangulation or asphyxiation, the percentages of those aged 60 to 74
who died by these means were 11.2, 8.6 and 4.5, and for those aged 75 and over,
14.4, 19.4 and 9.7 respectively. This provides some evidence that the same act
may have more severe consequences for the elderly than for many of the younger
age groups.
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Table I
Personal Robbery and Assault. Percentage of victimizations in which
victims sustained physical injury by age, 1973-1979.
Robber
1978 1977Z
31.8 35.6
40.0 57.5
37.7 31.3
39.1 31.3
33.0 41.3
36.5 40.6
24.8 33.0
18.3 24.4
Assault
1978 1977
28.2 27.8
20.6 16.6
18.8 22.5
25.8 28.3
27.3 24.3
25.2 27.1
30.3 31.4
37.9 32.9
1976
32.5
37.9
42.1
35.2
34.2
27.4
34.4
20.8
1976
29.5
22.4
19.5
23.2
25.4
33.8
35.2
31.8
1975 1974 1973
31.5 32.6 34.0
27.8 49.1 34.0
39.4 35.9 43.0
33.3 37.8 39.0
35.5 29.5 32.0
29.7 30.9 35.0
32.6 30.8 36.0
23.0 26.1 25.0
1975 1974 1973
29.5 27.8 28.0
33.4 18.3 29.0
22.7 23.4 23.0
27.0 25.1 24.0
26.0 24.5 27.0
27.6 27.7 27.0
30.9 29.5 29.0
38.9 35.3 31.0
Source: U.S. Department of Justice (1976, 1977a, 1977b, 1978, 1979, 1980a, 1981).
All Ages
65 & over
50 - 64
35 - 49
25 - 34
20 - 24
16 - 19
12 - 15
All Ages
65 & over
50 - 64
35 - 49
25 - 34
20 - 24
16 - 19
12 - 15
33.2
41.1
38.2
34.9
34.5
33.7
32.7
23.3
28.5
22.9
21.4
25.8
26.1
28.3
30.8
34.4
1222
34.1
41.7
38.1
28.9
36.0
36.1
37.0
25.3
1222
28.7
20.0
19.7
27.0
28.1
29.8
29.2
33.1
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The Elderly Victim and the Criminal Justice System
In addition to the physical and economic consequences of criminal victimization,
interaction with the criminal justice system poses special problems for the elderly.
It is recognized that victims of all ages may for a wide variety of reasons be
hesitant to report their criminal victimization to the police. Although the National
Crime Survey reports show that the elderly do not tend to report crime less fre-
quently than other age groups (U.S. Department of Justice, 1976, 1977a, 1977b, 1978,
1979, 1980b, 1981), it is possible that fear of reprisal by the offender and fear
of dealing with officials lead them not to report their criminal victimizations
either to the police or to the interviewers who conduct the victimization surveys.
In addition, it is also possible that the fear of looking foolish may prompt many
of them not to report any confidence game that may have been played on them.
Lack of knowledge of the criminal justice process is fairly widespread. Many
people do not know what to expect of the police, the prosecutor or the court sys-
tem. In addition, the various officials in the criminal justice system have not
been markedly adept at providing the victims of crime with information either about
what is expected of them, or what is happening to their case. These general concerns
experienced by crime victims of all ages may be compounded for the elderly because
of a generally heightened sense of anxiety and their greater difficulties in changing
mental set and dealing with novel situations.
For most persons, regardless of age, courtroom procedures elicit diffuse states
of anxiety because of lack of familiarity with the proceedings and fear of making
a mistake or looking foolish. In addition to these general anxieties, there are a
number of particular rigors and concerns in the courtroom for the elderly. Their
credibility as eyewitnesses is automatically tested because of sterotypic perceptions
of their weakening eyesight, hearing, etc. Unfortunately, the difficulty in making
positive identification of the aggressor is often real (due to failing senses), but
the elderly eyewitness tends to be even less sure of himself and thus less credible
to the court regardless of actual perceptual abilities. In a similar vein, the
speed and stress of questioning frequently results in disorientation and mental con-
fusion, which can be easily used by aggressive lawyers to further discredit testi-
mony given. It should be noted that we are not referring here to confused or senile
individuals but to those whose mental functions are intact, yet who make poor
mental connections when pressed for speedy answers on the witness stand.
The intimidation that is experienced by the elderly in the courtroom is also
likely to be present in their dealings with other officials and the public:
greater numbers of the elderly live alone and they are frequently home to receive
threatening visits or phone calls from aggressors. Revictimization is also a prob-
lem (Goldsmith, 1976), and research has indicated that the elderly may be particu-
larly susceptible to revictimization by the same offender(s) (Select Committee on
Aging, 1977:27). This obviously compounds all the previously cited effects and
consequences.
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A final difficulty that faces the elderly population is that of receiving
compensation for loss or damage to property that may be of low monetary value
while representing great personal value. By the same token, minor injuries sus-
tained in an incident of criminal contact may not impress the court or compensa-
tion board; the interaction of new, "minor" injuries, however, with chronic physi-
cal conditions may interfere greatly with physical mobility. Indeed, the require-
ment of many state crime compensation boards that the victim have suffered a certair
minimum dollar loss in order to obtain compensation may disproportionately affect
the elderly.
Fear as a Consequence of Criminal Victimization
It is well documented that the elderly have a great fear of crime. In a
Louis Harris poll conducted in 1974, elderly respondents were asked to state the
most serious problems they faced. Fear of crime was the most commonly cited prob-
lem, ahead of health, money and loneliness. The percentage of respondents men-
tioning each of the above was 23, 21, 15, and 12 respectively (National Council on
the Aging, 1975). In an examination of the research conducted by the National
Opinion Research Center in 1965, 1967, 1968, 1973 and 1974, Cook and Cook noted
that in each of these years it was the oldest age cohort that exhibited the great-
est amount of fear (1976:641). In a 1975 survey of thirteen cities, 19% of the
elderly reported that they felt unsafe being out alone in their neighborhoods dur-
ing the day and 64% stated that they felt unsafe being out alone at night. This
compared with mean percentages of 11 and 46 for all age groups on these two
questions (Parisi et al, 1978:290). Generally, it has been observed that among
the elderly, fear of crime is greater for women than for men, for blacks than for
whites, for the poor, and for those living in larger communities (Select Committee
on Aging, 1977:41-42).
The thesis of this paper is not only that the physical and financial conse-
quences of criminal victimization may be more severe for the elderly than for other
age groups. There is the added concern that the well documented fear of criminal
victimization among the aged too often leads to social, physical and psychological
consequences so severe that fear thus represents a form of victimization that is
global and general in nature, regardless of actual occurrence of criminal contact.
A number of sources have referred to the psychological consequences of fear as a
debilitating factor in the lives of many elderly persons (Harel and Broderick,
1980; Burkhardt and Norton, 1977; Select Committee on Aging, 1977).
The practical consequences of living in fear have been described in graphic
terms, with the fear of going out of their homes referred to as a state of self-
imposed "house arrest" (Goldsmith, 1976). Unfortunately, this behavior pattern
alone - that of rarely venturing out of the house - has extensive and devastating
results for the individual, setting further limits on mobility, capacity and op-
portunities for life satisfaction in later years. The lack of physical mobility
decreases the number and frequency of social contacts open to the person; it cir-
cumscribes arenas of cultural and environmental stimulation as well. Decreased
exercise of cognitive and physical functions resulting from the understimulation
noted above is associated with gradual deterioration of the functions. As the
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disuse continues, the individual's cognitive and bodily organ systems tend to
show greater and greater losses. Equally serious is the state of psychological
immobility that typically accompanies fear and which consists of a feeling state
of helplessness, powerlessness and vulnerability. Psychological immobility has
its own set of behavioral consequences whereby the immobilized individuals shows
the dependency and incapacity of an invalid, and typically develops increasingly
pervasive and complex rationales for not going out and not participating in ac-
tivities. The analogy to imprisonment is also relevant in light of the acute and
chronic anxiety that frequently chaxracterizes the individual's thought content.
This is a recurrent theme in clinical and social casework descriptions of those
who work with the elderly living in fear.
Conclusion
Thus, in spite of a number of surveys which indicate that the elderly have
lower risks of victimization than other segments of the population, the consequences
of that victimization are frequently more harmful for the aged. Research suggests
that the physical, economic and psychological consequences of criminal victimization
may be disproportionately severe for the elderly. Foremost among these effects is
the fear of victimization, which has been repeatedly documented as high among
elderly samples and which is frequently associated with immobility and decreased
levels of functioning.
Any strategies that aim at alleviating the special problems faced by the
elderly as potential or actual victims of crime must also deal with the fear of
crime. One fruitful avenue of approach may be to explore on an individual basis
the exact nature of this global fear. We cannot, for example, state categorically
that installing locks and other protective devices in an elderly person's home
will increase his feeling of security; it may merely heighten his fear level. The
approaches to dealing with fear thus seem to lie in the realm of traditional
.social casework" and the expansion of our current expectations of what police work
and criminal justice services encompass to take individual fears into greater
account.
In addition to the devastating effects of fear, it is evident that the elderly
face special problems in the aftermath of criminal victimization. Other researchers
have concluded that
service and assistance programs for victims and
witnesses should not be so narrow in scope that they
are primarily oriented to specific target groups such
as blacks, women or the elderly (Knudten et al, 1976:143).
We are in agreement with this conclusion. It is important that all crime victims
receive the assistance they need and that they are dealt with in an empathetic
and courteous manner by criminal justice officials. However, when dealing with an
elderly victim, it is important that these officials take into account the real
limitations that the process of aging may place on that individual. Thus, for
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example, when questioning an elderly victim, the police officer and prosecuting
attorney should bear in mind that an elderly person may need more time to gather
his or her thoughts to respond effectively to a question, and thus should be al-
lowed more time to formulate a response. In addition, it may be advisable to cut
down on the outside distractions to which the elderly are particularly susceptible
so that the efficiency of their mental processing may be enhanced.
In conclusion, it may be seen from our exploration of the special problems
faced by the elderly victims of crime that solutions must be developed within the
context of the many individual differences and needs that exist among the elderly.
Such solutions will be complex and multi-dimensional, and will require research
and creative efforts on the part of clinicians and public officials as well as
academicians and researchers.
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Appendix A
Personal Crimes: Victimization Rates for Persons Age Twelve and Over
By Type of Crime and Age of Victims, 1973 - 1979
(Rate per 1,000 population in each age group)
1979 1978 1977 1976 1975 1974 1973
Crimes of Violence
Rape
Robbery
Assault
Crimes of Theft
Personal larceny
with contact
purse snatching
pocket picking
Personal larceny
without contact
65 & over
Crimes of Violence
Rape
Robbery
Assault
Crimes of Theft
Personal larceny
with contact
purse snatching
pocket picking
Personal larceny
without contact
)-64
Crimes of Violence
Rape
Robbery
Assault
34.5 33.7 33.9 32.6 32.7 32.8 34°0
1.1 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.0
6.3 5.9 6.2 6.5 6.7 7.1 7.0
27.2 26.9 26.8 25.3 25.1 24.7 26.0
91.9 96.8 97.3 96.1 95.8 94.9 93.0
3.1 2.7
1.0 o.8
2.1 1.9
3.1 3.1 3.0
1.1 0.9 1.0
2.0 2.2 2.0
89.0 93.6 94.6 93.2 92.7 91.8 90.0
5.9 7.9 7.5 7.6 7.8 9.0 9.0
z 0.1* 0.1* 0.1* 0.1* 0.2* Z
2.5 3.0 3.4 3.4 4°3 3.9 5.0
3.4 4.7 4.0 4.1 3.4 4.9 4.o
21.6 23.0 23.6 26.0 24.5 21.9 23.0
3.3 3.3 3.4 4.0
1.2 1.8 1.4 2.0
2.1 1.5 2.0 2.0
18.1 20.1 21.2 22.9 21.2 18.5 19.0
11.4 10.3 12.8 12.2 13.5 11.8 13.0
0.3* 0.1* 0.1* 0.1* 0.2* 0.3 Z
3.3 3.5 4.3 4.5 4.3 4.1 4.0
7.8 6.7 8.4 7.6 8.9 7.3 8.0
AllAe
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50-64
Crimes of Theft
Personal larceny
with contact
purse snatching
pocket picking
Personal larceny
without contact
35-49
Crimes of Violence
Rape
Robbery
Assault
Crimes of Theft
Personal larceny
with contact
purse snatching
pocket picking
Personal larceny
without contact
Crimes of Violence
Rape
Robbery
Assault
Crimes of Theft
Personal larceny
with contact
purse snatching
pocket picking
Personal larceny
without contact
1979 1978 1 i976 1975 1974 1973
55.7 52.9 57.4 59.0 51.3 49.4 48.0
4.0 2.5
1.7 1.2
2.3 1.4
3.5 3.0
1.5 1.0
1.9 2.0
51.8 50.4 54.9 55.8 48.6 45.9 44.0
21.3 19.9 19.9 20.0 20.5 20.8 22.0
0.6 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.3* 0.2* Z
5.1 4.6 4.5 5.1 4.6 5.5 5.0
15.6 15.0 15.1 14.8 15.6 15.2 16.o
80.8 84.4 87.0 82.6 80.2 79.2 74.0
2.4 2.5 2.1
0.8 0.6 0.9
1.6 1.9 1.3
2.6 2.0
0.7 1.0
1.9 1.0
78.7 81.9 84.5 80.5 77.5 76.7 72.0
43.8 39.9 42.0 40.6 39.2 38.6 36.0
1.3 1.1 0.9 1.2 1.2 1.4 1.0
6.0 5.9 6.3 6.4 6.3 7.0 6.0
36.6 33.0 34.8 33.0 31.7 30.2 29.0
107.7 117.0 114.7 113.2 109.8 106.2 100.0
2.8 2.9
0.9 0.8
1.9 2.1
2.6 3.0
0.6 1.0
2.0 2.0
104.7 114.2 112.0 110.4 106.9 103.5 97.0
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20-24
Crimes of Violence
Rape
Robbery
Assault
Crimes of Theft
Personal larceny
with contact
purse snatching
pocket picking
1979 1978 1977 1976 1975 1974 1973
72.2 66.9 63.3 53.5 59.2 61.1 64.0
2.6 2.4 1.7 2°6 2.6 2.1 3.0
12.1 8.7 9.1 10.3 10.8 10.7 11.0
57.5 55.8 52.5 45.6 45.8 48.3 50.0
148.8 152.4 153.9 146.3 146.6 146o3 137.0
4.3 4.9 3.5 3.8 4.3 3.4 5.0
1.0 1.3 0.8 1.1 1.0 0.9 1.0
3.3 3.5 2.7 2.7 3.3 2.4 3.0
Personal larceny
without contact 144.5 147.5 150.4 142.4 142.2 143.0 132.0
16-19
Crimes of Violence
Rape
Robbery
Assault
Crimes of Theft
Personal larceny
with contact
purse snatching
pocket picking
70.2 68.9 67.7 66.7 64.2 67.9 68.0
3.2 2.5 2.7 2.1 2.4 2.5 3.0
10.4 9.8 9.5 9.4 10.6 11.3 10.0
56.7 56.6 55.5 55.3 51.1 54.1 55.0
146.1 152.6 149.8 147.0 162.1 159.8 169.0
2.7 2.9 2.7 4.1
0.9 0.5 0.4* 0.7
1.8 2.4 2.3 3.4
3.7 4.o
o.6* 1.0
3.1 3.0
Personal larceny
without contact 143.4 149.7 147.0 142.9 158.8 156.1 164.0
12-15
Crimes of Violence
Rape
Robbery
Assault
Crimes of Theft
53.4 57.0 56.5 52.0 54.6 52.6 60.0
1.3 1.3 1.6 1.1 0.8 1.5 1.0
9.4 10.9 10.9 10.0 11.4 12.7 12.0
42.7 44.7 44.0 40.9 42.4 38.5 47.0
141.9 145.6 144.2 148.7 158.3 166.7 176.0
Per.sonal larcony
with contact
purse snatchIns
pocket picking
Per-s onajl lamreny
without contact
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2.9 14,9 2.3 2.2 3.0 3.1 2.0."
0. 2* 01.2 0 . *1. * Q0.1  0.% 0.49 1.0
2.? 1.7 2A 2.2 2. = 2.7 1.0
139.0 143.8 141.9 146-5 155.4 163.6 1W0
Z representra less than 0.5 *Estimate tatisticlly Lxrlliae
Source: U.S. Department cf Justice (1976, 1977a. 197hb, 97", 1979, 1980at
t981- T hles 2 and 4s).
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Household Crimes:
Appendix B
Victimization Rates by Type of Crime and Age
of Head of Household, 1973-1979
(rates per 1,000 households)
All Ages
Burglary
Household larceny
Motor vehicle theft
65 & Over
Burglary
Household larceny
Motor vehicle theft
Burglary
Household larceny
Motor vehicle theft
Burglary
Household larceny
Motor vehicle theft
20-34
Burglary
Household larceny
Motor vehicle theft
12-19
Burglary
Household larceny
Motor vehicle theft
1979 1978 1977 1976 1975 1974 1973
84.1
133.7
17.5
86.0
119.9
17.5
45.0 45.2
57.5 53.6
5.0 5.2
64.5
103.8
14.5
93.3
156.9
20.9
111.5
182.8
24.3
222.5
258.9
42.8
88.5
123.3
17.0
88.9
124.116.5
91.5
125.2
19.4
92.6
123.4
18.7
93.0
109.0
19.0
49.7 50.2 53.8 54.5 55.0
57.4 59.5 58.7 57.9 48.o
3.8 6.1 6.2 5.7 5.0
66.3 69.6 67.5 68.1 69.0 72.0
87.8 95.4 94.6 94.1 88.9 85.0
15.4 15.1 12.3 14.9 14.2 16.0
93.2
141.9
19.3
115.8
166.2
24.3
246.6
239.4
52.6
91.9
143.8
20.2
120.0
169.4
24.1
234.6
193.5
26.3
92.8
144.7
18.9
123.6
171.9
24.3
207.3
178.1
27.4
101.4
149.0
21.7
122.0
171.4
29.6
214.2
221.6
32.7
99.0
145.9
20.8
127.3
174.2
27.8
217.3
204.8
54.0
101.0
128.0
21.0
123.0
151.0
29.0
219.0
209.0
39.0
Source: U.S. Department of Justice (1976, 1977a, 1977b, 1978, 1979, 1980a, 1981).
